
Dale W1kre, Chief 
Division of Solid Waste . 
Minngsota Pollution Control Aoencv 
1935 West county Road B-z 
Roseville, Minnesota 55113 

Dear Mr. Wikre: 
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The purpose of this letter is review the accomplishaents of our Agencies 
with respect to the tasks delineated in ***" "TfPAi^MPr* 
Agreement amended on Septetrf)er 22, 1981. The specific tasks funded -afc^ 
with lonservation and Recovery Act funds, are known as Task 
Well W23 investioation and abandoroent; Task 2, sugar beet well investi-
ganon and abandpnaent and survey of on-site welis foi* AbAMdtwefC 
prddMuresi ana "laif^ wator rir«»*tj>h4ntv ^tufjy and cost-effectiveness 
analysis of treap»ent ontions^ As vmi knnM the RPIIIV Tar anrt 
C^pAr^ Site In St. Louis Park Minnesota, represents a complex technical 
and legal situation. Therefore, management of a rerodiel response for 
the site requires a timely synthesis of technical and legal^ remedies. 
Over the past seven isoflths we have seen the efforts of the 'Supdrfond , 
Program relative to the implementation of Tasks I and 2, meld with the 
legal efforts of our Agencies to assure a complete solution to the 
cleanup. 
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During our efforts to implement Tasks 1 and the approach has evolved 
where we submit proposals that require remedial action through the State 
of Minnesota, Attorney General's Office to the Reilly Tar and Chemical 
Cojnpany for their response a«! counter proposal. It appears a similar 
policy is evolving on the National level. This procedure unfortunately 
caused a measurable delay in the initiation of work for Tasks 1 and 2; 
but, we anticipate that we will routinely sulxsit future scopes of work 
and requests for proposals to the company for their reply or comment 
within a specified time frame that will ensure unimpeded progress. 

k*:h Z' 

The reworking of Task 3 vrill expand upon treatability of the orounrfwati^ 
and will ensure a' detailed and concise cost-effect 1 veness analysis of 
water treatment glternatives. This effort caused scxse delay but arose 
due to the concerns ot our Agencies over the questions that remain re- -/fiJ 
garding standards, treatability and the cost-effectiveness of the ultimate 
solution to the ground water problem. The culraination of our Agencies' 
work is manifested in the recent publication in the State Register for 
Request for Credentials which includes a request for proposals for the 
completion of Task 3, as revised. This task is of priise Importance since 
it will direct our decisions to fund a remedial action alternative. 

nftw fnrfflanv awonrf tho Cnnp^r^tive Aarsefnent to recognize the 
Changes in the Task 3 scope of work and the schedul 1 n<i of the outputs. 
as wen as the rescheduling of Tasks 1 and 2. " 



As you are aware, the Citv of St. Louis Park has taken an active ?*o1e in 
the development of remedial action at the Reilly Tar site. Representa­
tives the .»PCA and EPA met with City officials on February 19. 1982. 
The meeting was constructive and the City officials representee to us 
their willingness to ianlefflf»» a rnntinfinfyy olan that would orovidA, if 
necessary, an alternate source of water sunnly. vhiHe the EPA/f^CA 
investigation continues at the Reilly Tar site the City's work could 
be conducted concurrently if our Agencies are in agreement. Although tie 
cannot be certain, at this time, as to the eligibility of the City's 
work, we can evaluate its relation with the Superfund activities at the 
sly for input to a future eligibility determination. 

order to fund upcotainq activities, we recotuBend drafting a new Coop-
erative Agreement, ihe sdflSg M wnrtr in fh» will 
inclbdA thS ygl K prpvinn^lv surveyed bv the fiPH/MPrA th^ 7:;^ 
abandonment procedures. This has been discussed at length with your 
"Agency.It is critical, therefore, that the State submit a compilation 
of these wells as soon as possible while EPA prepares a draft agreement 
in conjunction with the State. The submittal of the cwspilation will 
become the time limiting factor in transmitting the Cooperative Agreement 
to Headquarters. The State activities relative to the tasks under the 
new Cooperative Agreement should be listed for cost-sharing obligation 
and rcia^ursement purposes. 

Pursuant to the Hoven?ber 30, 1S81, Headquarter's memo, "Verification of 
State Experriitures During CERCLA Credit Period," the State should renuiHit: 
an audit, to validate the State arrmntHnfi pnd expenditures at 
Oie"keinv lar sitg ftfetwegn .l;»n>iarv tw/n nmi •}'}, ]qRn. 
need not be completely compiled to make this request. The sooner the 
audit Is requested the earlier EPA can make a determination regarding 
the State and City expenditures which are creditable to theJiSjiatClaina,^ 
funds for Superfund money spent on the Reilly Tar site. He already 
expect a backlog of requests for audits for other states which mai' delay 
the opportunity for an early determination of creditable expenditures 
for Minnesota and the City of St. Louis Park. Therefore, we recossnend 
your prompt attention to this s1tuatior« 

We perceive the current Federal/State efforts on the Reilly Tar project 
to be well planned and thorough although somewhat behind the previously 
anticipated schedule. We trust that future tasks will be well timed as 
a result of our previous experience. The Reilly Tar project currently 
enjoys an extremely favorable position in the CERCLA program due to Its 
high hazard rar&ing, its status as the States's top priority site, and 



the relative lack of competition for funding fros comparably advanced 
projects. The best way to insure this favorable status is to adhere 
to our proposed schedules to the csaxisiuB; extent possible. For your 
IrrferTiatipn a copy, of the, fi^st current activities chart is enclosed. 

Region V shares the State's coirern over the complex cnvirons^r^al problem 
stes^ing from the Reilly Tar site arvl looks forward to a continuation of 
cur joint efforts to resolve the situation. As always, if I or cQf staff 
can be of further assistance, please let us know. 
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